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remedies does not include the whole of quackery. The traffic
is used as a cloak by numbers of fraudulent pretenders, and
many more palm themselves off as doctors by advertisements,
with free use of bogus titles. The cruelty of the hardened
quack is unspeakable, and of this I will give an illustration
out of my own recent experience. The wife of a poor
labourer is dying in the village from a deep-seated cancer
pronounced by the best opinion as beyond the reach of
surgery. She has already spent money on advertised cures,
and towards the end is found by her visitors to be in corre-
spondence with a " cancer doctor " who offers to cure her for
3 guineas. She has been literally starving herself to scrape
together this sum, and is deterred from sending it only when
she is made to know that a number of letters addressed to the
11 grateful patients whose testimonials are published in the
quack’s pamphlet have all been returned through the Dead
Letter Office. To those who have studied and mastered the
facts of latter-day quackery the present state of things must
seem almost intolerable. I hold that it is the duty of the
profession for the sake of humanity, and in spite of mis-
representation or calumny, to force the question to the front,
to prove their case, and to leave upon statesmenand the legis-
lature the responsibility for the continuance of the evils and
abuses laid bare. I am, Sir, yours faithfully
Redhill, August 20th, 1910. HENRY SEWILL.
THE BLOOD PRESSURE IN SHOCK.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;In your report of my remarks on shock in the
Anaesthetics Section of the British Medical Association on
July 28th 1 I am said to have maintained that there was " no
proof that shock was accompanied by a low blood pressure."
What I said was that the low blood pressure which arises
in shock "does not offer any proof that the blood-vessels
are dilated or paralysed." " I should be glad if you would
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Portman-street, W., August 20th, 1910. JOHN D. MALCOLM.
THE MAIN QUESTIONS IN EUGENICS.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SiR,-The medical inspection of school children is but
part of a larger eugenic survey of the nation whose other
components, the sociological and anthropological inspections,
must soon engage the attention of legislators. Medical and
sociological data have been now for several years collated
at the Galton Laboratory, and many doubtful points respect-
ing environment and inheritance have in consequence been
made clear, but more accurate results should be got from a
national survey. As far as researches in the Galton
Laboratory have gone they tend to show that environment as
a factor will not upset improvements effected in breeding
good stock, but the breeding of bad stock will lay
low all schemes for improving environment ; and the remark-
able conclusions reached by Professor Karl Pearson and
his co-workers during their study of the influence of parental
alcoholism on the physique and ability of the offspring have
already attracted the attention of social reformers. They
found no marked relation between intelligence, physique,
disease, or mental defect of the offspring on the one hand,
aud alcoholism in the parent on the other hand. The con-
clusion that an acquired habit of the parent has no perceptible
effect on the i1nmediate offspring’, is confirmation of the
principle of the non-transmissibility of acquired characters,
but it would not be right to conclude that centuries of
alcoholic excess on the part of successive generations would
be without effect upon a nation. The subject is too
controversial at present to warrant anyone in accepting
and utilising one view to the exclusion of the other
in an endeavour to draw a sympathetic attention to the
undoubted necessity that exists for completing the medical
inspection of school children by adding to it the tasks of
sociological and anthropometrical investigations. For a
beginning these data may be collected in schools by teachers
and medical inspectors, as under the recent Act the collection
of such data is rendered permissive ; the Act expressly states
that any educational authority may cause such investigations
to be made.
Eugenists are in the main convinced that by safeguarding
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in every way the good stock and by encouraging the produc-
tion of larger families among the fitter portion of the popula-
tion we shall effect the object which all right-thinking
persons have in view-namely, an increased fitness, physi.
cally, mentally, and morally, among the general population ;
and although this method has not yet the sanction of public
opinion, a survey such as is suggested might be the means
of causing the leaders, and ultimately the body of the
public, to acquiesce in such a view. ’
How to promote a selective birth-rate is a problem in
national economics which should not differ in its essence
from everyday problems of political economy, but it is
questionable how far we are justified on purely humanitarian
grounds and in opposition to the proved interests of
posterity in suspending the operations of a selective death-
rate by such means as the provision of sanatoria for the re-
habilitation, during their procreative years, of individuals of
a type that it is not desirable tu perpetuate.I am, Sir, yours faithfully,
August 29th, 1910. MEDICUS
THE SECOND INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS
OF ANATOMY.
(FROM A SPECIAL CORRESPONDENT.)
THOUGH scarcely so successful in some ways as the initial
meeting in Geneva five years ago, the Second Congress of
the Federated Anatomical Societies of the world held in
Brussels from August 7th to 12th has set a seal upon the
progressive movement which has aimed at bringing all who
are interested in anatomy and its allied sciences into closer
touch both in methods, work, and personal acquaintance.
The noble city of Brussels surely merited an early place
as the moving tent " of the Federated Congress-Brussels,
the birth-place of Vesalius, the greatest anatomist that
ever was, and the seat of a great "Free" University.
The added attractions of a great exhibition would, it was
hoped, swell the number of congressists from abroad, but
unfortunately the effect on these was all the other way, as
there is no doubt many were deterred by the common reports
of the overcrowding of the city by cosmopolitan sightseers.
Another factor which reduced the number of those attending
the Congress was its unfortunate clashing with the Congress
of Anthropology at Cologne the previous week. Lastly the
Unione Zoologica Italiana, for some unexplained reason,
sent only a few representatives, and no communications,
though providing in Professor G. Romiti (of Pisa) one of the
most active and picturesque members of the Congress.
Neither was the Anatomische Gesellschaft so well repre-
sented as in Geneva, though in the forefront of all the
meetings were Professor Waldeyer (of Berlin) and Professor
K. v. Bardeleben (of Jena), the "permanent" " president and
secretary respectively of the Federation. The Association
des Anatomistes, on the other hand, were there in large force
and furnished the largest proportion of papers and demon-
strations. To Professor Brachet of Brussels, its secretary,
fell the lion’s share in all the local arrangements, and to
his great activity, unfailing courtesy, and attention, the
great success of the Congress is in large measure due. The
American Association of Anatomists, which contributed little
to the first congress in Geneva, made up fully for that by
sending a very representative and active cohort to Brussels,
with Professor Minot of Boston, Mass., as president, and
Professor Carl Huber of Philadelphia as secretary. The
presence of so many Americans, and the stimulating
effect of coming in close contact with their splendid
work, demonstrations, and personalities, was a particular
source of pleasure and satisfaction to their British
eonfreres. The Anatomical Society of Great Britain
and Ireland, though a smaller band than at Geneva in
1905, was well represented by Professor A. M. Paterson
(Liverpool), President, and Professor A. Macphail (London),
secretary, Professor A. Thomson and Dr. S. E.
Whitnall (Oxford), Professor A. Francis Dixon (Dublin),
Professor 1. P. Hill, Professor W. Wright (London), and
Professor Waterston (London), Professor R. J. A. Berry
(Melhourne), Professor E. J. Evatt (Winnipeg), Dr. Alex. Low
(Aberdeen), and Mr. F. P. Sandes (Sydney).
The first event of the Congress, after a preliminary
meeting of the presidents and secretaries to arrange the daily
